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is the attempt to improperly influence official action, the courts are not 
inclined to regard the legality of the particular act as essential. 

Constitutional Law — Due Process — Forfeiture of Land for Failure 
to Pay Taxes. — Roper Lbr. Co. v. Elizabeth City Lbr. Co., 47 S. E. 757 
(N. C). — Held, that a statute, declaring that on failure of grantee of state 
swamp lands to pay taxes due on same the interest of such grantee shall be 
forfeited and vested in the state, without any proceeding or judicial determi- 
nation, is invalid because it deprives the grantee of his property "without 
due process of law," in violation of the state constitution. 

By "law" in this provision is not meant merely an act of the legislature. 
Calhoun v. Fletcher, 63 Ala. 574; Clark v. Mitchell, 64 Mo. 564. Nor can 
one be deprived of his property without due process through the medium of a 
constitutional convention. Clark v. Mitchell, 69 Mo. 627. Notice is required. 
Iowa Cent. R. Co. v. Iowa, 160 U. S. 389; Louisville <S-» Nashville R. Co. 
v. Schmidt, 177 U. S. 230. There must be an opportunity for a hearing. 
Davidson v. New Orleans, 96 U. S. 97; Simon v. Croft, 182 U. S. 427. 
Judicial procedure is not always required. Davidson v. New Orleans, supra. 
A proper exercise of the taxing power of a state does not deprive a citizen of 
his property without due process of law, but the taxpayer must have some 
kind of notice and an opportunity to be heard before the charge becomes 
finally fixed upon his property. Santa Clara v. So. Pac. R. Co., 18 Fed. 385; 
Hayland v. Brazil Block Coal Co., 128 Ind. 335. Summary remedies may 
be used in the collection of taxes, that could not be applied in cases of judicial 
character. Murray's Lessee v. Hoboken Land &= Imp. Co., 18 How. 272. 
Statutes have been held valid which declared that upon failure to pay taxes 
the land should be forfeited to the state by operation of law, without any 
judicial proceeding or finding of any kind, the statutes providing further, that 
lands so forfeited should, at a certain time, be offered for sale, the former 
owner having a right to redeem at such sale. W. Va. v. Sponangle et al., 
45 W. Va. 415; King v. Mullins, 171 U. S. 404. In the present case, as the 
taxpayer is deprived of his property without any process at all, and as no 
opportunity is afforded him to repossess it, the correctness of the decision 
cannot be doubted. Griffin v. Mixon, 38 Miss. 424. 

Constitutional Law — Statute Forbidding Discharge of Employee — 
Membership in Labor Union. — Coffeyville Vitrified Brick & Tile Co. v. 
Perry, 76 Pac. 848 (Kan.). — Held, that a statute which makes it unlawful to 
discharge an employee because he belongs to a lawful labor organization, and 
which provides for the recovery of damages for such discharge, is unconstitu- 
tional. 

The right of employees to quit work singly or in a body is recognized. 
U. S. v. Kane, 23 Fed. 748; King v. Ohio &= M. R. Co., 7 Biss. 533; U. S. v. 
Workingmen's Council, 54 Fed. 794. The authorities put labor and capital 
on the same plane. State v. Glidden, 55 Conn. 74; Rogers v. Evarts, 17 
N. Y. Supp. 264; State v. Stewart, 59 Vt. 285. It is a part of a man's civil 
rights that he be left at liberty to refuse business relations with another for 
any reason. Defy v. Winfree, 80 Tex. 400: Orr v. Home Mut. Ins. Co, 12 
La. Ann. 255. Labor is property and the right to contract and terminate con- 
tracts is a property right preserved by the constitution. Frorer v. People, 
141 111. 172; Millet v. People, 117 111. 295. A statute which attempts to 



